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and by the financial inducements offered. Their premises are generally
unsuitable for milk production and, on account of difficulties previously
outlined, local authorities have been unable to secure the necessary alterations
to buildings or provision of essential equipment.
From a public health point of view, the proposal to separate the production
of milk from its distribution is considered in many quarters to be a retrograde
step. It should be borne in mind, however, that milk production is solely
a commercial matter and purely an agricultural procedure. Provided that
the control of designated milk consumed in its raw state is properly carried
out and that all other raw milk is efficiently pasteurised before sale no
exception can be taken to this conclusion. It is a matter of paramount
importance to the health of the consuming public that it is the duty of
public health authorities and not that of any central body to see that the
public milk supply is safe, clean, and that it possesses a proper nutritive
value. Local Authorities should now concentrate on the distribution of a
safe milk supply to the consuming public, leaving the other aspects of the
milk problem to the central authority.
There is no doubt that the Government are paying careful attention
to the future of the milk industry, the present state of which is apparently
causing them some concern. This is evidenced by the issue of reports by
the Lucas Committee on the Agricultural Marketing Acts and by the Williams
Committee on milk distribution, both of which have been the subject of
much discussion and protest. The lancets Committee Report recommended
that the present methods of marketing milk should be abolished, leaving
the producers to concentrate on production methods at the farm at which
point their interest should cease. It is emphasised also that producers
should not be allowed to manage or organise schemes for marketing their
own produce, their only interest, it is stated, being the price they receive
for their milk at the farm gate. It is also recommended that a Commodity
Commission should be set up to supervise the marketing of milk and other
agricultural produce on behalf of the taxpayer over which the producers
would have no control. A further suggestion is made that the Commission
should be allowed to control the product right through all its stages to the
consumer and that the powers of producers be limited to the improvement
of standards of production, disciplining producers and penalising defaulters.
Naturally enough, when the present system of marketing through the Milk
Marketing Board is considered, these proposals have been most unfavourably
received both by the National Farmers Union and by the Board who have
protested strongly against their implementation. So strong and voluminous
have their protests been that the Government have decided to enquire
further into the proposals put forward and have decided to consider amend-
ment of the Agricultural Marketing Acts further before making any imple-
mentation of the existing legislation. On the other hand, there is no doubt
that far too much low-grade milk is produced and sold to the public and there
is far too much carelessness in production methods and it is a fact that there
is no other foodstuff which is allowed to be treated in a similar manner.
The Williams Committee Report is complementary to that of the Lucas
Committee on production and marketing in that it deals with milk after it
leaves the point of production until it is received by the consumer or is
manufactured into some article of foodstuff. The Committee have stated
that their proposals are designed to ensure a clean, safe milk supply is
available for consumption as efficiently and cheaply as possible- Here